88                 Panchapadika

and with the setting of the sun, it goes back to its earlier
state. Likewise in the case silver, we cannot say that we
^parate the silver. We can only say that the silver has
gone back to its earlier state97.

The subsequent part of the Panchapadika may be in-
terpreted as the refutation of the fourth interpretation, or
as the refutation of Atmakhyati. The author of the Viva-
rana, however, interprets it by following the second alter-
native.

ATMAKHYATI :" (Theory of Vijnanavada Budd.
hism).

Statement :- It is the 'buddhf (intellect) that has
the 'rajatakara' (form of silver). There is no silver outside^
since it is sublated later on. How can we attribute 'buddhy
akaiata5 to silver ? This silver is not the object of know-
ledge that arises from the contact of the seuse organ; and
yet it is immediately apprehended like consciousuese.

Is the form of silver for knowledge natural or brought
about by anthing else ? It cannot be the former since know-
ledge is merely and purely knowledge.   And for the same
reason, the second alternative does not arise. And yet due
'samskara samarthya (power of impressions) there arises
the form of silver for knowledge.  Some time back in ^ne
past when there arose the knowledge of silver, that know-
ledge remained as a 'samskara'.

This ^samskara' arises from knowledge and how can
we attribute 'jnanatva' (knowledge)  to it ?  Is the
'samskara' which is distnict from 'jnana\ something to be